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QUESTION: (INCLUDE SCENARIO IF NEEDED FOR CLARITY):

Humboldt County has recently lost two Fair Hearings regarding fleeing felons and those in violation of their probation/parole.
ALJ in both cases ruled that California was out of compliance with Federal Public Law 110-246 requiring states to have
consistent procedures to disqualify individuals whom law enforcement is seeking.

Should the County continue to apply regulations as stated in §63-402.224; 63-102(f)(4); 63-102(p)(2) to define fleeing felons
and those in violation of their probation/parole? Or must the County determine that an individual with an outstanding warrant
left a prior state to avoid prosecution and not for another reason and is being actively sought (extraditable.) Is an
outstanding warrant sufficient to determine probation/parole status or may the County grant if client states that they were
unaware that they were in violation and law enforcement is not actively seeking?. Hearing decisions, applicable para regs
and referenced public law section attached.

10.

REQUESTOR'S PROPOSED ANSWER:

Counties must determine if fleeing felons were aware of their status prior to determining if they fled and counties must
determine if client is being sought (is warrant extraditable) prior to denying benefits. If warrant is not extraditable customer
is not fleeing and county may grant if otherwise eligible.

Customer must be aware of probation/parole violation and law enforcement must be seeking prior to denial of benefits.

11.

STATE POLICY RESPONSE (CFPB USE ONLY):

The County shall continue to apply regulations as stated in §63-402.224; 63-102(f)(4); 63-102(p)(2) to define fleeing felons
and those in violation of their probation/parole. This current policy shall remain effective until the Secretary of the
Department of Agriculture clarifies the eligibility criteria for fleeing felons by defining ‘fleeing and 'actively seeking' and FNS
issues a final rule.

Furthermore, per ACIN 1-58-08, a customer with a warrant who is not extraditable does not change the fact that they have
an active felony warrant and are ineligible for CalFresh benefits.
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